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REMARKS 

The Applicants do nut believe that examination of the response contained 
herein will result in the introduction of new mailer into the present application for 
invention. Therefore, the Applicants, respectfully, request that the response contained 
herein be entered in and that the claims to the present application, kindly, be 
reconsidered. 

The Office Action dated September 23, 2005 has been received and 
considered by the Applicants. Claims 1-20 arc pending, in the present application for 
invention. Claims 1-20 are rejected by die September 23, 2005 Office Action. 

The Office Action rejects Claims 10-12 under the provisions of 35 T J.S.C. §101 as 
being directed to non-statutory subject matter. The Hxaniiner states that Claims 10-12 in view of 
the specification page 7, line 9-16 is not limited to tangible embodiments and includes intangible 
embodiment such as a carrier wave and a signal. The Applicants believe that the rejected claim 
define statutory subject matter. The Applicant respectfully, asserts that a carrier wave and a 
signal arc not inherently non-statutory. Claim 10 defines subject mater for a computer program 
product arranged to make a processor execute the method of Claim 1. The subject matter of 
Claim 10 docs not become non-statutory simply because it defines a computer program product. 
Claim 1 1 defines subject matter for a carrier including the computer program product of Claim 
10. The subject matter of Claim 11 does not become non-statutory simply because it defines a 
carrier. Claim 12 defines subject matter for a signal representing the computer program product 
of Claim 10. The subject matter of Claim 12 docs not become non-statutory simply be 
cause it defines a signal. Therefore, this rejection is traversed. 

The Office Action rejects Claims 1 -6 and 8-20 under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 
§102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,301,710 issued to Fujiwara (hereinafter 
referred to as Fuiiwaral 

Regarding independent Claims 1 and 13, the Examiner states that col. 2, line 65- 
col. 3, line 7 within F ujiwara discloses all the subject matter defined by the elements of reading, 
placing and converting as defined by rejected Claims 1 and 13. The Applicants, respectfully, 
disagree. Rejected Claims 1 and 13 define subject matter for reading the conliguration 
information for the device and determining portions of the configuration information that need to 
be converted to be compatible with the update part and portions of the configuration inlbrmation 
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lhaL do not need U> be converted lo be compatible with the update part. 

Fujiwara at col. 2 3 line 65-col. 3, line 7 is reproduced below. 

The install module next reads an information file attached to the update program, 
and rcsponsively updates client computer configuration files to reflect new 
parameters and requirements corresponding to the update program. In the one 
embodiment, the install module retrieves registry information JErom the 
inibrmalion file, and advantageously creates a uniquely-named substitute registry 
in the computer system's software registries lo avoid potential software conflicts 
between the update program and other software programs residing on the client 
computer system. 

The Applicants, respectfully, assert that the Examiner's position that Fujiwara at 
col. 2, line 65-col. 3, line 7 discloses the subject matter for the reading element of rejected Claim 
1 is unfounded. Claims 1 and 13 define reading the configuration information for the device and 
determining portions of the configuration information lhal need lo be converted to be compatible 
with the update part and portions of the configuration information that do not need to be 
converted to be compatible with the update part. Fujiwara does not disclose or suggest at col. 2, 
line 65-col. 3, line 7* or anywhere within the four corners of that reference, determining portions 
of the configuration information that need to be converted to be compatible with the update part 
and portions of the configuration information that do not need to be converted to be compatible 
with the update part. The Applicants do not concur with the Examiner's position tbat the terms 
"responsively updates client computer files" and "updates client computer configuration files to 
reflect new parameters and requirement corresponding to the update program" can be read as 
being equivalent lo "determining portions of the configuration information that need to be 
converted to be compatible with the update part and portions of the configuration information 
that do not need to be converted to be compatible with the update part". There is no disclosure 
or suggestion for "determining portions of the configuration information that need to be 
converted to be compatible with the update part and portions of the configuration information 
that do not need to be converted lo be compatible with llic update part" anywhere within 
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Fujiwara . 

The Examiner states thai Fujiwara at col. 2, line 65-col. 3 ? line 7 discloses all the 
subject matter defined by the clement of placing as defined by Claims I and 13. The Applicants, 
respectfully, point out that rejected Claim I defines placing those portions of the configuration 
information that do not need to be converted to be compatible with the update part into a storage 
area. Fujiwara at coL 2, line 65-col. 3, line 7 (as reproduced above) makes no mention, 
disclosure or suggestion of any subject mutter that is related U> update information that docs not 
need to be converted to be compatible with the update part. More, specifically, Fujiwara does no 
disclose or suggest the sub ject matter for placing those portions of the configuration information 
that do uot need to be converted to be compatible with the update part into a storage urea. 

The Examiner states that Fuiiwara at coL 2, line 65-col. 3, line 7 discloses all the 
subject mailer defined by the clement of converting as defined by Claims 1 and 1 3, The 
Applicants, respectfully, point out that rejected Claims 1 and 13 define converting those portions 
of the configuration information that need to be converted to be compatible with the update part 
to a form that is compatible with the update part Fujiwara at col. 2, line 65-col. 3, line 7 (as 
reproduced above) makes no mention, disclosure or suggestion of any subject mailer lhai is 
related to converting portions of the configuration information to be compatible with the update 
part to a form that is compatible with the update part. More, specifically, Fujiwara does no 
disclose or suggest the subject matter tor convening those portions of the configuration 
information that need to be converted to be compatible with the update part to a ibrm thai is 
compatible with the update part. 

The Examiner states that Fujiwara at col. 2, line 65-col. 3, line 7 inherently 
discloses all the subject matter defined by the clement of storing as defined by Claims 1 and 13. 
The Applicants, respectfully, point out that rejected Claim 1 defines storing those portions of the 
converted configuration information that need to be converted to be compatible with the update 
part into the storage area. Fujiwara at coL 2, line 65-col. 3, line 7 (as reproduced above) makes 
no mention, disclosure or suggestion of any subject matter that is related to portions of the 
configuration information that require conversion to be compatible within the update versus 
those portions that do not require conversion lo be compatible. There is no mention, disclosure, 
or suggestion of any actions that are taken upon those portions that require conversion to be 
compatible with update part. More, specifically, Fujiwara does no disclose or suggest the subjeel 
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matter for storing those portions of the converted configuration information that need to he 
converted to be compatible with the update part into the storage area. 

The Examiner states thai Fujiwar a discloses a method of updating software hy 
replacing an original part of the software hy an updated part, the software being arranged to 
operate at least partly under the control of configuration information. The Applicants 
respectfully, point out that F ujiwara expressly creates a sub-directory and instalts the update 
programs as separate tasks (see col. 10, lines 4 1 -58). The present invention, in contradistinction 
to the teachings of Fujiwara, orchestrates the conversion of the structure and format of the 
configuration information from that of the presently existing sollwarc to that of the updated 
software. Fujiwara docs not disclose or suggest a conversion process of the configuration 
information Ihmi the structure and format that of the presently existing software to thai of the 
updated sollwarc. 

Fujiwara expressly creates substitute registries and does not disclose, or suggest, 
converting of configuration information. Claims 1 and 13 define that portions of the 
configuration information that need to be converted to be compatible with the update part and 
purtions of the configuration information thai do not need to be converted to be compatible with 
the update part are operated on separately. Furthermore, Claims I and 13 clearly illustrate the 
conversion process of the present invention. Fuji warn provides no disclosure for converting the 
configuration information or any suggestion on converting the configuration information. 
Fujiwara creates a sub-directories parallel to current directories. Fujiwara docs not disclose, or 
suggest a conversion process for the configuration information into a form and format that is 
compatible within the updated software. 

in view of the foregoing arguments, this rejection is traversed. 

' Claims 2-6 and 8-20 depend from and further narrow and define Claims I and 13. 

Therefore, since Claims 1 and 13 are believed to be allowable. Claims 2-6 and 8-20 are also 
believed to be allowable. 

The Office Action rejects Claim 7 under the provisions of 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Fujiwara in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,425,125 issued to Fries ct al. 
(hereinafter referred to as Fries et ah) . Frie s et al, docs not disclose or suggestion conversion of 
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the configuration irilbrmalion as defined by the claims to the present invention. The Applicant^ 
respectfully, point out that Fries etaL has been cited solely for the recitation of a table. The 
Applicants, respectfully, submit Claim 7 depends from claims previously discussed as being 
allowable and further narrows and defines those claims. There fore, Claim 7 is believed to be 
allowable. 
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Applicant is not aware of any additional patents, publications, or other 



information not previously submitted to the Patent and Trademark Oilice which would be 
required under .17 C.F.R- 1.99. 



In view of the foregoing amendment and remarks, the Applicant believes that the 



present application is in condition for allowance, wilh such allowance being, respectfully, 



Please address all correspondence for this application to: 
Michael E. Bclk, Senior Intellectual Property Counsel 
Philips Intellectual Property & Standards 
Philips Electronics N,A. Corp, 
P.O. Box 3001 

Briarciiff Manor, NY 10510-8001 USA 
(914) 331-9643, 



CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION 

I hereby certify that ihls correspondence 

is being transmitted on this date via 

facsimile transmission lo (571) 273-8300 AND addressed to: 

Mail Stop: Amendment 

COMMISSIONER OF PATHNTS 

P.O. Tk)X 1450 

Alexandria, VA 223 1.3-1450 

Date of Transmission: January 23, 2006 



requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 




James D. Leimbaeh 

Patent Attorney Reg. No. 34,374 
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